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l m i have had the following reply from Washington regarding 
points you raised in our discussion on January 12. 

2. Neutrality. We understand the problem which the word 
neutrality raises for you and will do our best to meet it. We 
propose to drop the word neutrality in paragraph 3 and in para- 
graph 8 of our new proposals. In paragraph 3, we would sub- 
stitute wording along the following lines: 

■JSouth Viet-Nam, together with the countries of Indo- 
china, should adopt a foreign policy consistent with the 
military provisions of the 1954 Geneva Accords. 11 

In paragraph 8, we could substitute the word “status" for 
“neutrality". In our public explanation of the differences with 
our October proposal, we would state this is our definition of the 
concept of neutrality. 

3. Paragraph 4, which refers to the 1954 Geneva Agreements 
on Indochina and those of 1962 on Laos which prohibit any foreign 
intervention in the Indochinese countries, should further strengthen 
these statements. 

4. Your suggestion that we should say that the proposal is not 
completely new, that several months ago we agreed to present 
the proposal privately, that this was done, that there has been no 
response to it from the other side and consequently we wish to 
present this openly and lay it on the conference table as an indication 
of our honest and sincere desire for meaningful negotiations is 
entirely acceptable to us and is precisely the line we will take in 

the speech. 

5. Your plans for a speech are fine and would further enhance the 
impact of the proposal. We assume that your speech would follow 
the Presidents, which he plans to make at 9:00 p. m. the night of 
January 18 (10:00 a. m. , January 19 f Saigon time). 

6. I informed Washington also of your suggestion that we might 
change the chronological sequence of the proposal. We strongly 
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prefer not to change the order, since to do so might leave us 
open to charges that we are further changing its substance. 

7. With regard to the dates of March 1, 1972 and September 
1972 in paragraphs 1 and 2 of the proposals, these are, of course, 
only illustrative. For example, if the statement of principle were 
signed April 1, the withdrawal date would be October 1, etc. 

8. We should have an outline of the speech available Saturday or 
Sunday after President Nixon has had time to go over the draft. I 
will be in touch with you immediately upon its receipt. 

9. Since the major purpose of the speech is the expected dramatic 
impact it will have domestically, any premature disclosure would 
be disastrous. 
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MEMORANDUM 



1. I have had the following reply from Washington regarding 
points you raised in our discussion on January 12. 

2. Neutrality. We understand the problem which the word 
neutrality raises for you and will do our best to meet it. We 
propose to drop the word neutrality in paragraph 3 and in 
paragraph 8 of our new proposals. In paragraph 3, we would 
substitute wording along the following lines: 

"South Viet-Nam, together with the countries of Indo- 
china, should adopt a foreign policy consistent with the 
military provisions of the 1954 Geneva Accords. " 

In paragraph 8, we could substitute the word "status" for 
"neutrality",. In our public explanation of the differences with 
our October proposal, we would state this is our definition of 
the concept of neutrality. 

3. Paragraph 4, which refers to the 1954 Geneva Agreements 
on Indochina and those of 1962 on Laos which prohibit any foreign 
intervention in the Indochinese countries, should further strengthen 
these statements. 
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4. You suggested that we should say that the proposal is not 
completely new, that several months ago we agreed to present 
the proposal privately, and this was done. Since there has been 
no response to it from the other side, we wish to present this 
openly and lay it on the conference table as an indication of our 
honest and sincere desire for meaningful negotiations. Your 
suggestion is entirely acceptable to us and is precisely the line 
we will take in the speech; 


5. Your plans for a speech are fine and would further enhance 
the impact of the proposal. We assume that your speech would 
follow the President's, which he plans to make at 9:00 p. m. the 
night of January 18 (10:00 a. m. , January 19, Saigon time). 
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6. I informed Washington also of your suggestion that we might 
change the chronological sequence of the proposal. We strongly 
prefer not to change the order, since to do so might leave us 
open to charges that we are further changing its substance. 

7. With regard to the dates of March 1, 1972 and September 
1972 in paragraphs 1 and 2 of the proposals, these are, of course, 
only illustrative* For example, if the statement of principle were 
signed April 1> the withdrawal date would be October 1, etc. 

8. We should have an outline of the speech available Saturday or 

. Sunday after President Nixon has had time to go over the draft. 1 
will be in touch with you immediately upon its receipt. 
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9; Since the major purpose of the speech is the expected dramatic 
impact it will have domestically, any premature disclosure would 
be disastrous. 



January 14, 1972. 
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